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I. Real Party m Interest 

i he ical part\ <n inteiest is 3M Innovative Properties Company. 
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II Rcjg'Ci. Li orjes dices 

IKh no seined anualN tr inlciUicnces pcnum^ 
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UL Status of Claims 

Claims 2 C > } ~35, and 5"? are pending. Claims 10-18 and 25-28 are 

objected to. Claims 58-61 are allowed. Claims 36-56 have been cancelled. 
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IV Status oi \rumJ norts 

I Ivi . au* no mv ite r ei amendments 
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V, Summary of the Claimed Subj ect Matter 

Applicants 5 invention is directed, in part, to a coating apparatus in which a 
metering bar exerts a force against an applicator (Applicants' Specification, page 8, line 
IS to page 9, line 4 and FIGS. 1-3). In operation, a coating composition is present in the 
nip formed by the metering bar and the applicator (Id). When the applicator moves, the 
coating composition exerts a hydraulic force against the metering bar (Id. i If the. 
hydraulic force ir greater than the force exerted by the metering bar against the 
applicator, the hydraulic force will cause the metering bar to move away from the 
applicator allowing an amount of composition to move past t he metering bar as it is 
carried on the applicator (Id.). 

In one -aspect,, the invention features an apparatus for coating an article, the 
apparatus including an applicator, a conveyor for sequentially transporting a plurality of 
articles to the applicator, and a metering bar comprising a fixed arcuate end positioned 
against the applicator to meter a predetermined amount, of coating composition to the 
applicator for transfer to an article transported to the applicator by the conveyor {Id. at 
page 1 . lines 28-32). The metering bar forms a nip with the applicator and exerts a force 
against the applicator, the predetermined amount of coating composition is determined, in 
part, by the force of the metering bar and a hydraulic force present at the nip (id. at page 
8. line 18 to page 9. line 4). 

In one embodiment the applicator includes a roller having a durometer of no 
greater -than about 55 Shore A Ud. at page 1, line 32-page 2, line .1 ). 

In another embodiment, the conveyor and the applicator are configured to enable 
the applicator to apply a coating to the edge face of a roll of tape disposed between the 
conveyor and the applicator {id. at page 2, lines 1 0-12). 

In other embodiments, the- applicator includes a roller and the .fixed arcuate end of 
the metering bar is positioned against the roller {Id. at page I. line 32-page 2, line i). 

In another aspect the invention features a system that includes a first station that 
includes the coating apparatus and a second station for solidifying the coating 
composition disposed on the article Ud. at page 3, lines 1-7). 


,n ou \s| cu t>c unci tu n Wta cs 1 1 apf. a utu-, to; outin^ is a tick <be 
aopatali s 1 ic ^in „ an i< pt otoi mlic r. con e\ot \ \ stq ko*i dh tianvp ssT>r<a < 
pkud. f ot < tides to Lie .mkuios io 1 L>' m a n Uennu \u pos t ontu t g mM hv 
^ pK.itOi robe, i meter a nredetcrn "nod <imi. jnt of ci ittnj u>npoM + uvi to oie 
\w\ 1 i\ ! 01 tuuM<_ to an i McL ifans'x 'ted to lb. < ppiivdto K Lie tot {It at 
page 6, lines 26-29). 
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VI'. Grounds of Rejection to be Review ed on Appeal 

A. Whether claims 1 -9. 1.9-24, 29-35, and 57 are patentable under 35 U.S.G 
§ 103 over Jonkers ('U.S. 4,299,164; in view of Jaffa et ai (U.S. 5.501,147)'? 

B, Whether claims 3-2-34 are patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103 over Joiikers 
{U.S. 4.299,164) in view of Jaffa et ai (U.S. 5,501 .147). and in further view of 
Kirk Othrrier? 
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VII. Argument 

A. Claims 1-9. 19-24, 29-35 and 57 are patentable under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) 
over Jonkers in view of Jaffa et al. 

Claims 1-9, 19-24, 29-35, and 57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) over 
Jonkers (U.S. 4,299,164) m view of Jaffa et aL (U.S. 5,501,147}. 

jonkers discloses a squeegee for pressing a dyepaste through a sieve (e.g., a 
.stencil.) of a printing machine and onto a web or sheet. See Jonkers, col. 1 , line 5-6. 
{' Emphasis added.) 

Jaffa el al disclose an apparatus for conveying a printed sheet from one conveyor 
to another. See Jaffa et a.L col- 3 . lines 6-8. 

1- Claims 1. 3 -7. 19-24 and 29-35 
Claim 1 is directed to an apparatus for coating an article where the apparatus 
includes an applicator, a conveyor for sequentially transporting a plurality of articles to 
the applicator., and a metering bar that includes a fixed arcuate end positioned against the 
applicator to meter a predetermined amount of coating composition to the applicator for 
transfer to an article transported to the applicator by the conveyor. The metering bar 
forms a nip with the applicator and exerts a force against the applicator. The 
predetermined amount of coating composition is determined, in part, by the force of the 
metering bar and a hydraulic force present at the nip. In proceedings before the Patent 
and Trademark Office, the Examiner bears the burden of establishing a prima facie case 
of obviousness based upon the prior an. In re Pias&e-ki, 745 F,2d 1468, 1471-72 (feci. 
Cir. 1984). To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, the cited reference (or 
combination of references) must teach or suggest all of the claim limitations. M P.B.P. 
2143. "On appeal to the Board, an applicant can overcome a rejection by showing 
insufficient evidence of prima facie obviousness;" In re RouffeU, 149 F. 3d. 1350, 1355 
(Fed. Ctr, 1 998), The November 18 u ' Office action takes the position that element 3 of 
Jonkers is an "applicator roll" (see November 1 8 " Office action, page 2). Element 3 of 
Jonkers is a stencil, A stencil is a sheet with openings through which ink can pass to 
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create a printed pattern. Jankers describes passing a dye paste through a stencil and onto 
a sheet or web (see., Jonkers, col. I. line 5-6 and claim 1 ("A squeegee device for pressing 
a dye paste through a screen of a printing machine . . . comprising . . . an. edge strip 
, ...engageahie with said screen to press dye paste there through during printing 7 '}). 
(Emphasis added.) Thus, the dye paste of Jonkers is not metered to the stencil, and then 
transferred to the web. Rather, the dye paste is pressed directly from the squeegee of 
jonkers to the web. The Examiner acknowledges the same at. page 3, third full paragraph 
of the November 1 8 !?: Office, action, i; [!]t is within the level of ordinary skill in the art to 
determine the appropriate radius dimension of the end [of the metering bar] so as to meter 
the predetermined amount of coating material onto the web or sheet." Thus, the 
Examiner acknowledges that it is the squeegee -not the stencil- of Jonkers that meters a 
coating material to the web. The stencil, i.e„ element 3, of Jonkers thus is not an 
applicator to which a coating composition is metered and from which the coating 
composition is transferred to an. article. Accordingly. Jonkers fails to teach a required 
element of the apparatus of claim I. The rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C § 103 over 
Jonkers in view of Jaffa et al. is based on the premise that Jonkers teaches the applicator 
recited in claim !. Since this premise has been refuted, a prima fack ease of obviousness 
of claim 1 has not been established. Applicants submit, therefore, that the rejection of 
claim 1 under 35 U.S.C § 103 over Jonkers in view of Jaffa et al. has been overcome and 
requests that it be overruled. 

Claims 2-9, 19-24. 29-31, 35 and 57 are distinguishable under 35 U.S.C, § 103 
over Jonkers in view of Jaffa et. a! . for at least the same reasons set forth above in 
distinguishing claim .1, 

Claims 2, 8, 9 and 57 are further distinguishable under 35 .U.S.C § .103 over 
Jonkers in view of Jaffa, et al for at least the following additional reasons. 

2. Claim 2 

Claim 2 depends from claim I and further discloses that the applicator includes a 
roller having a d urometer of no greater than about 55 Shore A. the fixed arcuate end of 
the metering bar being positioned against the roller. Jonkers does not teach an applicator 
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that includes a roller. The applicator of Jonkers, -i.e. 5 the element of Jonkers that, applies 
the dye paste to a web, is a squeegee. Jonkers does not teach or suggest that his squeegee 
is a roller. Nothing in the reeord establishes anything to the contrary. 

The element that the November 1 8 th Office action indicates is an "applicator roll," 
i.e., element 3, is actually a curved stencil As demonstrated above with respect to claim 
I, the curved stencil of Jonkers does not transfer a coating composition to an article and 
is not an applicator. Jonkers thus fails to teach a.n applicator that includes a roller, as 
required by claim 2. Therefore, since the premise on which the rejection of claim 2 under 
35 U.S.C § 103 over Jonkers in view of Jaffa et ai. is based has. been refuted, the 
rejection of claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 over Jonkers in view of Jaffa et ai. cannot 
stand and must be overruled. 

The rejection of elaim 2 under 35 U.S. C. § 103 o ver Jonkers In view of Jaffa et al 
is further deficient for at least the following additional reasons. Even if it is assumed that 
the stencil of Jonkers is an applicator, which Applicants in no way concede, Jonkers does 
not teach or suggest that his stencil should have any particular durometer -let alone a 
durometerof no greater than about 55 Shore A. Therefore the skilled artisan would have 
no reason to modify the stencil of Jonkers in the manner proposed in the November 18 th 
Office action. 

The No vember 18 th .Office action takes the position that the hardness of the 
applicator is within .the purview of one skilled in the art {see November I8 lh Office 
action, page 3). The rationale to support a rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 may rely on 
logic and sound scientific principle, M.P.B.P. 2144.02 ailing In re 317 F.2d 941 
(CCPA 1963), However, it is never appropriate to rely solely on "common knowledge" 
in the art, without evidentiary -support m the record, as the principal evidence in support 
of an obviousness rejection. See MP.E.P. 2144.03. citing In re Zurko, 258 F,3d 1 379, 
-1385 {Feel. Cir, 2001 >. Rather, the Office action must -point to some concrete evidence in 
support of the finding, id. citing In re Zurko, 258 F.3d at 1385. The November 18* 
Office- action does not contain any evidence supporting the above-quoted .assertion .or 
establishing mat the skilled artisan would have any reason to modify the stencil of 
Jonkers to have a durometer of no greater than 55 Shore A. Accordingly, a prima facie 
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case of the obviousness of claim 2 has not been established. For -at least this additional 
reason the rejection, of claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 over Jonkers in view of Jaffa et al. 
is unwarranted and cannot stand, 

3. Claim § 

Claim 8 depends from claim I and further discloses that the conveyor and the 
applicator are configured to enable the applicator to apply a coating to the edge face of a 
roi l of tape disposed between the conveyor and the applicator. Jonkers discloses 
transferring a dye paste to a sheet or a web. The Examiner takes the position that the 
apparatus that allegedly arises as. a result of the proposed combination of Jonkers and 
Jaffa et aL would inherently enable coating on the side of a roll of tape (see November 
1 8 lh Office action, page 4). To establish a prima facie case of obviousness based upon a. 
proposed combination of references there must be a teaching, suggestion or motivation in 
the prior art for making the proposed combination. See M.P.E.P. 2142; From son v. 
Ankec Printin g Plates. Inc., 132 F.3d 1437 (Fed. Cir. 1997); CR. Bard. Inc. v. M3 Svs .. 
Inc ; , 157 F.3d 1340, 1 352, (Fed. Cir. 1998). The teaching, motivation or suggestion may 
be implied by the prior art. The test for an implicit showing is what the teaching in the 
prior art, the knowledge of the ski lled artisan, and the nature of the problem to be solved, 
as a whole, would have suggested to the person of ordinary skill in the art. In re Kahn, 
441 F.3d at 987-988, The rejection on obviousness grounds cannot be based on a 
conelusery statement. Rather, the rejection must contain some articulated reasoning 
having some rational underpinning to support the legal conclusion of obviousness. In 
particular, the rejection must set forth some explanation of the reasons why one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to select the references and combine 
them in such a manner so as to render the claimed invention obvious. In. re Raufkt, 149 
F.3d at 13567-1359; see aim In re Kahn 441 F,3d at 988 citing Cross Med. Prods. Inc. v. 
Medtronic Sofamor Danek Inc., 424 F.3d 1293, 1321-24 (Fed. Cir. 2005) ffFlhe 
*motivation-suggestion4eaching ? test asks not merely what the references disclose, but 
whether a person of ordinary skill in the art, possessed with the understandings and 
knowledge re-fleeted in the prior art, and motivated by the general problem facing the 
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inventor, would have been led to make the combination recited in the claims"). Here, the 
Examiner has tailed to identity where in the cited references there is a teaching, 
suggestion or -motivation for modifying the apparatus of Jonkers to enable it to coat the 
edge face ol" a roil of tape. The Examiner also tails to explain why the person of ordinary 
skill in -the art would combine Jonkers and Jaffa et al. in such a manner so as to render the 
apparatus -of claim 8 obvious. The Examiner simply concludes that it would have been 
inherent in the apparatus (see November 1 8 th Office action, page 4), Such a statement 
does not discharge the Examiner's burden and reflects a rejection made in impermissible 
hindsight. See, In re Kafot 441 F.3d 9^7, 986 (Fed. Cir. 2006) citing In re RwffetL 149 
F.3d. at 1358 ("When the . . . [Examiner] does not explain the motivation, the suggestion 
or the teaching that would have led the skilled artisan at the time of the invention to the 
claimed combination as a whole, it is inferred that the . . . [Examiner] used hindsight to 
conclude that the invention was obvious. ... The 'motivation-suggestion-teaching 
requirement protects against the entry of hindsight into the obviousness analysis, a 
problem which [35 U.S.C.] § 103 was meant to confront"). 

The device of Jonkers is described as being suitable for pressing a dye paste 
through a sieve of a printing machine for pruning a web of material e.g., cloth (see 
Jonkers, col. L lines 5-8 and cel. 4, line 3). Jonkers does not teach or suggest coating the 
edge face of a roll of tape or modifying his machine to enable it to coat the edge face of a 
roll of tape. Nothing in the record establishes anything to the contrary, 

Jaffa et. al . do not cure the deficiencies of Jonkers. The system of Jaffa et al. is lor 
printing on sheets of textiles or plastic, and T-shirts- (see Jaffa et al. col . 6, lines. 5-7). 
Jaffa et. al do .not teach or suggest coating the edge face of a roll of tape or modifying 
their apparatus to enable it. to coat, the edge face of a roll of tape. Nothing in the record 
establishes anything to the contrary. Accordingly, the skilled artisan would have no 
reason to sua sponte modify the apparatus of Jonkers to enable it to coat the edge face of 
a roll of tape. Applicants submit, therefore, that the rejection of claim 8 under 35 li.S.C. 
§ 103 over Jonkers in. view of Jaffa et al. cannot stand and request, that it be overruled. 
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4. Claims 9 and 57 

Claim 9 depends from claim I aid further. specifies that the applicator includes a 
roller. Claim 57, an independent claim, specifies that the applicator is an applicator 
rol ler. Jonkers does not teach an applicator that includes a roller. The applicator of 
jonkers. i.e., the element of Jonkers that applies the dyepaste to a web. is a squeegee. 
Jonkers does not teach or suggest that his squeegee is a roller. Nothing in ihe record 
establishes anything to the contrary. 

The element that the November 1 8 th Office action indicates is an "applicator roli'% 
i.e., element 3, is actually a -curved stencil. As demonstrated above with respect to claim 
1, the curved stencil of Jonkers does not transfer a coating .composition to an article and 
is not an applicator. Jonkers thus fails to teach a required element of claims 9 and 57. 
Accordingly a prima facie, case of obviousness of claims 9 -and 57 has not been 
established, Since, the. premise on which the rejection of claims 9 and 57 under 35 i.'.S.C. 
§ 103 over Jonkers in view of Jaffa et al is based has been refuted, the rejection of claims 
9 and 57 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 over Jonkers in view of Jaffa, et al, cannot stand and must 
be overruled. 

h ^2 3 ^ att patentable t^dei 3^ I > b ( j 1 u^ ox a lor vu 4 >. tv k.n*a 

et al, and runher in -view oi kirk Othmer. 

CI urns s^-M rid 10 *.c\ed under St N U 1 ^ ^" hm^us and bit a ei 
and tanner m view oi kirk Othrner. 

x h*. Ci*. i ssjou of SouUas ^ Vsfi t bo\c is ur 04 1. laiet beicm 
1 he U'seu^i v vt la ta ct al set *t ah alx \c <-> uicotpoia.ed netesr 
kt ) hn ci de^be* \ anons utdianot soukcs and d^-usses r tdnuon <, onnn 
( aira-> 1 1 - 1 1 U41 ire a metLiire >ut posuso led a c > oust n applicator n m.L.e r a 
\ tedacuiuntA moitr ot u»aimg e\ mpo-niwo to the applkato-* 01 trarstc to an article 
1 he eieUmr dur i-. 32-34 -, based on the ^Kne-jehUed [ rerr^j t tat loaker* ka«. he-> 
a mck"n% "ur t ■> U inJuOe*- a ftud a utatc end posUxonet again -! he eppuvato to ue,<_ 
a pudetenreuee umourr <n eoatmg tump Litton n ik appbeea~>i to. tnmsie 1 v ^ artiv.lv 


15 


U.S. S.N, 09/808,584 

transported to the applicator. Since this premise has beers refuted, a prima facie case of 

obviousness of claims 32-34 has not been made, and the rejection of claim 32-34 under 

35 U.S.C. § 103 over Jonkers and Jaffa et ah and farther in view of Kirk Othmer cannot 

stand and must be overruled. 

The claims now pending in the application Me in. condition for allowance. 

Applicants respectfully 'request the Board to overrule the rejections of record with 

direction to pass the application to issue. 

An Appendix of the claims involved in the appeal is attached at Tab 1 - 

Please charge any fees owing or credit any over payments made to Deposit Account No. 

501.171. 

Respectful 1 y submitted. 


Date: April 17.2006 v 

AUison fohnbor 
Reg No ^o 

Allison Johnson, P.A. 
Lake Calhoun Lxecutive Center 
3033 Excelsior Blvd., Suite 467 
.Minneapolis. MN 55416 
Telephone {612) 929-0700 
Facsimile (612) 929-0708 
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CI. A I VIS APPhNDIX 


.1 . (Previously presented) An apparatus for coating an article, said apparatus 
comprising: 

an applicator; 

a conveyor for sequentially transporting a plurality of articles to 
said applicator; and 

a metering bar comprising a fixed arcuate end positioned against 
said applicator to meter a predetermined amount of coating composition to 
said applicator for transfer to an article transported to said applicator by 
said conveyor. 

said metering bar forming a nip with said applicator and 
exerting a force against said applicator, 

said predetermined amount of coating composition being 
determined,- in part, by said force of said metering bar and a 
hydraulic force present, at said nip. 

2. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 1< wherein said applicator 
comprises a roller having a d urometer of no greater than about 55 Shore A, said fixed 
arcuate end of said metering bar being positioned against said roller. 

3. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 1 , wherein said applicator is 
configured- to enable the application of a substantially uniform lay er of coating 
composition on articles- having different dimensions. 

4. ( Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the end of said 
metering bar positioned against said applicator has a radius of at least about 2.5 mm. 

5. ( Previously presented) The apparatus of claim I wherein the end of said 
metering bar positioned against said applicator has a radius of at least about 4.0 mm. 
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6. ( Previously presented) The apparatus of claim 1 , wherein said metering bar 
arsci said applicator are arranged to. enable said metering bar to exert a force of at least 
about 35 g/an. width against said applicator, 

7. { Previously presented) The apparatus of claim I, wherein said metering bar 
and said applicator are. arranged to enable said metering bar to exert, a force of from about 
45 g/em width to about 900 g/crn width against said applicator. 

S.f Previously presented) The apparatus of claim I , wherein said conveyor 
and said applicator are configured to enable said applicator to apply a coating to the edge 
face of a roll of tape disposed between said conveyor and said applicator, 

9. (Previously presented) The apparatus of claim \, wherein said applicator 
comprises a roller and said fixed arcuate end of said metering bar is positioned against 
said roller. 

10. (Original) The apparatus of claim 1 , wherein said applicator comprises an 
endless belt. 

5 5 {fteMouto P v^ci ted} 1 ! c uppatatuA o f elm r> 1, cube; evn-pirm^ a 
stcond aordA,uoi and i record mottrng bar portioned . game, sa d sees nd a >pkunor to 
netcr . p ede:c , rrised amount of txati; g u'Siut. sitioi to v,d se*o: d ippheavi, stiJ 
n.co xl apoheatoi being posuu ned to lecuNC the ait ck horn sa<d crnnooi 

12 T':e\ .ousK presented) (he af pavti -> of c am 1 1 i uheieir <\\1 tsrst 
dppln.at< ^onprusCN a k lie. and said tr Kvd jKuate end of said met nine ha- ^ |v -aiioutrd 
against said roller, 

1 ^ i Original) I lie apparatus of claim 12, wherein said second applicator 
comprises a roller. 
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1 4,i ■Previous! y presented) The apparatus of claim i 1 . wherein said first 
unplKaior comp; son an endless bell. 

IS. (Original). The apparatus of claim 1.4, wherein said second applicator 
comprises an endless belt. 

!(> P-xvoush pK entud) Ilu appa at us <J canr 1 1 \ heie n sa 4 app^al'^ i ~. 
capable or suDstarvnallv simultaneously 

a N ) lan-demag aeoat nt uu ^position torn vni ins" .pnhe <oi io i 
ilrsi stele ot the amele. ana 

h, aan»ieui.% a coding eonvo^ition h m -etond ap ^Ivatai i>> 
^Ls-ond side ot >e niticle t pposi^ viid f s + sidv. o the a" + vk 

1 7 i P,ev h<nsl} oase itec s 1 Le app< tatus oi da T rr 1 1 wiit.un Hk ana, ^ .\ a 
j oil e* *apc ano said arpar iti s s t,a*xihk < f vub^tanuaih viroa, neoi s!\ 

ai in. nve n "tg < toatu g co vp >vtiir no "n »a<d tb>t app ^ato 1 " to a 
first edge race or a rol 1 01 tape, and 

h) t.anste^H g , co t uag composition tioir said sec one <aip kato, to a 
sov Tt cdtie tact of f hc <ol o* tape oppu'ite ~aia ti m edge tace ot tU- rol! 01 + ape 

1 ^ U re* uaish piesetited he < ppatatu-. ol e a «m . 1 n ein s.i d iV 1 
appKa*oi and ••a d \eu> id appbc,an a e posum* cd to maintain the article between said 
iTst appl ca^n t ^d sceonu applicator 

> » P e\ iousK ^resented) \ n ^em lor manufacturing coated articles, said 
system, comprising 

a first station comprising a coating apparatus -comprising 
an applicator. 

a convevor capable of sequentially transporting a plurality 
of articles to said aprthcator, and 
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a 'notCKng b, t j i mi o ted a^a. >t s t J app'itak r to rnetw a 
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conveyor, 

5>ai<J 1 ck i g bu hum ig^ip \\ tb sai i appl caa>r 
Kt\d c\c Inii. .. ttnt,c aga nsi s 1 J ipi.heat.or. 

said predetermined amount oi coaxing composixion 
eng dekuisukd, m t an, $ v v rd ioKt 'd said note n» bar 
and a nvdmtihe torce present at said nip: ana 
a h co id sta\on ioi solid fr nig mo co i'ios u»i so soioo- dsspo^d 
on Ine article. 

20, {PjC 5 sou*- \ 've^med) I he WcnoUiarrN \ he-en satu ap{ kalo 
uinipuse- a so ic v rd said €\ed <. i.aate Ciid oi aid meting bar is ^uMtu rv I ag> n^s 
said .res her, 

21 ,i trig aa*t he -^wn> Id, i !<■ vKru said < pp'K< to> torn pi son t 
endiess ;>c;t. 

L'i ui) Ihu->\s + er <, + U ' n 19. \v! etc n o rd uf wvn is capable o* 
transporting a coated article to said second staaon. 

^MOupidl ihe mmViu 1 1 daj u 19 U tbc u>'npns nv, a sound u\^cux 
tapab o oi tt a ispo>1 f g a u?« + od atiiv!e ttO'T said Irst a + so i \ soiJ s.ccrd siaLor 
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&o. oi o app Kato posit med an eee \e tbc as tale horn said eon vc^ei . f d vseuw 
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metering bar positioned against said second applicator to meter a predetermined amount 
•of coating composition to said second applicator. 

26..(0riginal) The system of claim 1 9. further comprising a second applicator 
positioned opposite said first applicator, and a second metering bar positioned against 
said second applicator to meter a predetermined amount of coating composition to said 
second applicator. 

27, ('Ori.gin.a!) The system of claim 26, wherein said first applicator comprises a 
roller and said second applicator comprises a roller. 

28, ( Original) The system of claim 26. wherein said first applicator comprises an 
endless belt 

29, {Origmai) The system of claim 1.9, further comprising a second conveyor 
positioned to transport a coated article to said second station. 

3€r (Original } The system of claim 1 9, further comprising a second conveyor 
comprising, a first endless belt and a second endless belt, said second conveyor being 
posi tioned to transport a coated article to said second station, 

31. (Original) The system of claim 30, wherein said second conveyor is capable 
of transporting a coated article between -said first endless belt and said second endless 
belt.. 

32,5 Original) The system of claim 19, wherein said second station comprises a 
source of radiation. 

3 3, (Original) The system of claim 32, wherein said source of radiation is capable 
of generating .radiation selected from the group consisting of ultravi olet radiation and 
electron beam radiation. 
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54 tOn^ina!) The ssstem of claim 19. wherein said solidifying comprises curing, 
35.(Origiha!) The system of claim 1 9, wherein said solidifying comprises drying. 
Claims 36-5o (Cancelled.) 

5 " . (Fre\ iousiy presented) An appa ,itus for coating an article, said apparatus 
comprising: 

an applicator roller; 

a conveyor for sequentially transporting a plurality of articles to 
said roller; and 

a t iclering bar comprise g a fixed arcuate end positioned ogatnst 
sa : d rolkr to meter a predetermined anu in t of coaling eomposiiio to said 
roller for transfer to an article trarsporud to tvid applicator by said 
conveyor. 

larenth An ended"! A s\siem lor manufacturing coated art' Ues. said 
syst em com oris i ng 

a first station comprising a -coating apparatus comprising 
an applicator. 

a conveyor capable of seauentially transporting a plurality 
of articles to said applicator, and 

a metering bar positioned against said applicator to meter a 
predetermined amount of coating -composition to said applicator 
for transfer to the article transported to said applicator by said 
conveyor; 

a second applicator positioned to receive an the article from 
said conveyor, and a second metering bar positioned against said 
second applicator to meter a predetermined amount of coating 
composition to said second applicator: and 
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a second iiatu>n fur sohdmmg the ^oainiL' composition disposed 
on the article. 

^ jPse* leirsh oie-colee 1 I!v sxstct i tu cla m ^8, wlvem ^ne -ve^o-id 
appawtfo j^jVMiio-kd > WMte s<jk1 fi itappKatui 

,P;c^ nisK p uu tor t I he s\skrtn oi cLrtn ^ \*!uc imk ill 
applicator comr~iscs a roller and said second applicator -comprises a roller. 

o1 . (l»tc\ iousK pi evented > The system of :iaim 5 l ). \s herein said fir-4 
applkatu* comprises <m cndlew belt 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

(NONE) 


ED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 
(NONE) 
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